Concordia University 
Faculty of Fine Arts Council 
Minutes of the Meeting of November 3, 2000 


Present: J. Locke (Acting Chair); J. Acland, G. Amantea, L. Berezowsky, D. Berthiaume, M. 
Corwin, A. Fairchild, A. Fargnoli, K. Griffin, N. Helms, W. Krol, L. Lerner, E. 
Mongerson, K. O’Brien, D. Pariser, K. Perry, M. Reinhart, L. Sharman, D. 
Tanguay, T. Waugh 

Absent with apologies: 
C. Jackson, P. Cousineau, M. Falsetto, R. Kerr, E. Saccd 


Guests: E. Abitbol, K. Adams, T. Chabot, J-P. Duchesne, C. Hirst, P. Rist 


1. Appointments to Fine Arts Faculty Council (FFAC-00-11-03-D4) 
The following appointments were approved: 

Staff Representative - 2 year term 

Daniéle Berthiaume 

ime Facu epresentatives - ] vear te 

Harlan Johnson, Studio Arts 

David Vivian, Theatre 

Liliana Berezowsky, Studio Arts 
2. Approval of the Agenda 
The agenda was approved. 
3. Approval of the Minutes of the Meeting of September 29, 2000 
MOTION: (Montanaro, Krol) 

“that the minutes of the meeting of September 29, 2000 be approved.” 


CARRIED 
4. Business Arising from the Minutes 


There was no business arising from the minutes. 
= Appointments to Senate and Committees of Senate (FFAC-00-11-03-D5) 


The following appointment to Senate was approved: 


Laurent Roberge, Studio Arts 
6. Undergraduate Curriculum Report #68 (FFAC-00-11-03-D1) 
MOTION: (Fairchild, Montanaro) 
“that Undergraduate Curriculum Report #68 be approved.” 


Associate Professor A. Fairchild summarized the curriculum changes in the Report, which include: 


e the rationalization of French course descriptions for Film Studies courses 

° the inclusion of the Minor in Interdisciplinary Studies and Sexuality in the Calendar under 
the Cinema rubric 

e the modification of Fine Arts distribution requirements, to exclude FRAN 373 as an elective 


outside the Faculty of Fine Arts 


A brief discussion about the proposed change for the Minor in Interdisciplinary Studies and 
Sexuality resulted in the suggestion that the Calendar editor be asked to leave the Minor in the 
present list at the beginning of the Fine Arts section, but to add a note that instructs readers to check 
the Cinema section for detailed information on the programme. This change will also clarify 
administrative responsibility for the programme, which has been a source of confusion. 


The question was then called and CARRIED. 
7. Distinguished Teaching Award (FFAC-00-11-03-D2) 


Associate Dean Fairchild explained that, after one year of experience in implementing the criteria 

for distinguished teaching, the Selection Committee had proposed one change of significance to the | 
criteria: a requirement that nominations be supported by 5 students. This will address the fact that, 
in some cases, nominations had been received without any evidence of student support. 


W. Krol asked if the list of dossier contents, used to demonstrate “overall excellence”, appear in 
any kind of rank order. In response, A. Fairchild noted that the statement that precedes this list 
indicates that overall excellence may be demonstrated by “any or all” of the requirements on the 
list. 


J. Acland asked how many years of teaching experience were required - and whether or not 
sustained excellence over the long term was a requirement. A. Fairchild responded that all 
nominees must have a minimum of four years of teaching experience in Concordia’s Fine Arts 
Faculty, and that course evaluations from the two most recent years of teaching are requested as part 
of the evaluation dossier. 


J. Acland also suggested that “graduated” students be included as potential nominees. As a result 
of this suggestion, the document was modified accordingly to state: 


“Overall excellence demonstrated by any or all of the following: 


- letters of support attesting to distinguished teaching (minimum of 5 students gy graduates, 


and 1 or more faculty).” 
The following motion was then made: 
MOTION: (Fairchild, Griffin) 


“that the document entitled Nominations for Distinguished Teaching Award (FFAC- 
00-11-03-D2), as amended, be approved.” 


CARRIED 
8. General Education (FFAC-00-11-03-D3) 
Associate Dean A. Fairchild re-introduced the issue of General Education, which had been 
discussed several times at Council over the course of the previous academic year. The General 
Education requirement will be implemented across the University during the Fall 2001 term; as a 
result, Fine Arts must be prepared. She then presented the following motion for Council’s 
deliberation: 
MOTION: (Fairchild, Mongerson) 


WHEREAS the Faculty of Fine Arts strongly supports the concept of General Education 
for students; 


BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 

the Council of the Faculty of Fine Arts approve the four recommendations regarding a 
General Education requirement as outlined in US-99-1-D2 with the following amendment 
to recommendation #1: 


For the purposes of fulfillment of this requirement, the disciplinary sections are: 


Sciences (BIOL, CHEM, EXCI, INTE, MAST, PHYS) 

Social Sciences (AHSC, ANTH, ECON, EDUC, GEOG, POLI, PSYC, RELI, 
SOCI, WSDB) 

Humanities (CLAS, ENGL, FLIT, GERM, HEBR, HIST, ITAL, JOUR, LING, 


LUCC, MODL, PHIL, RUSS, SPAN, THEO) 


Commerce & Administration 
Engineering & Computer Sciences 
Visual Arts * 
Performing Arts * 

* as defined in Section 81 of the calendar 


There were several questions/comments from the floor: 


° T. Waugh asked where FFAR 250 would be included. A. Fairchild responded that for Fine 
Arts students this is a separate requirement outside of general education; access to the 
course is restricted to Fine Arts students only, thus, it is not likely that a non Fine Arts 
student will be able to register for it. Each Faculty will have to prepare a list of courses that 
are both relevant, and accessible, to all students in the University who are trying to fulfill 
general education requirements. 


* M. Corwin asked if only those courses listed could be applied to general education 
requirements. J. Locke responded that any course from a designated discipline could apply, 
if the student can access it. The purpose of the list is twofold - both to highlight courses of 
interest as general education electives, and to serve as a guide to students looking for 
courses that are not restricted. In light of the proposed motion, he noted that Fine Arts 
students could take as many as 9 credits within the Faculty, if they are outside their own 
area of concentration (i.e. Visual or Performing Arts). 


e E. Mongerson asked if the above motion would only pertain to Fine Arts students. If so, it 
seems to defeat the purpose of University wide general education. 


° A. Fairchild confirmed that the proposal, as stated, would only apply to general education 
requirements for Fine Arts students. L. Lerner then asked, if it only pertained to Fine Arts 
students, why it was necessary to receive Senate approval. 


° A. Fairchild noted that Fine Arts has had its own “distribution requirement” in place for 
several years; it is not seen as a Faculty that needs to expand its notion of general education 
for its students. 

° J.-P. Duchesne noted that Section 81.20.1.2 of the Calendar will have to be changed; this is 
the section that outlines current “distribution requirements” which will have to be replaced 
by the new “general education” requirements. A. Fairchild noted that before this section 
can be changed, Senate approval is needed. The General Education proposal is scheduled 
to be presented to Senate in November. 

As there was no further discussion, the question was then called and CARRIED. 


9. Varia 

There were no announcements for this item. 
10. Adjournment 

The meeting was then adjourned. 


Respectfully submitted, 


S. McLeod 
November 17, 2000 


